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REDCROSS I{AYIUNTON SIIREETT souTIIWÀRK

ÀRCIiI\EOLOGICAL ASSESSMENr

Published sources (R Merrifield ].983, Lon4on,. -Cit,v of the
Romans , 2G ì Southwàrk and Larnbet'h arctraeotogical Excavation
Committee 1-98;, 

--äåsãuing tftã Pqqt 
=in- 

soutftwark , 'LL 
' ì P Hinton

i;äj -n"Ñ.ti";= -b"th le ' LMAS & sÀs

publication gælfr;t ã cfrañnef between two of the
higher areas oi sand - (eyots) I"l across the proposed

redevelopment site, althougù-iG åxact location varies according
to the source coniulted. 

-fni= channel r¡'as Locat'ed at 64 70

Borough High street (A I{ Graham t64 7O'Borough High streetl
in p Hinton i"Ul 

t"n:'--clt 
'-SS 66). 'The publication of the

:1 I x li '' ;'t)

INTRODUCTTON

Theoxford'ArchaeologicallJnitundertooka3weekassessment
during ¡anuary 

-iggo oí ¡enaiäif ðity eltà Estates PLc; the aim

being to pro.rlaä-íirãi*ã[ïã"-"n-arcnãeorosicar deposits at r7

rg Redcross I^Iay/union strãÀt, southwark, London, sEl- (To 324

Boo) 
I ís occuPied bY a large

At present the northern part of the site
building with ¡å="*"rt aria the southern part by wárehouses to the

south (rig rl .-- it, is propo;;á t" redevðIop the site; the nature

of the archaeological a"p"ãit=-**-y d'eterriine the design of the

building.
Borehole invest'igation carried' out by 9T+T? Geotechnical
indicatea numic lóan containing "fem.ents 

bt nrick and bone to a

depth of 4.5*;;;"-;iyt"g pJ"ü-ärr.t"i"1 clav and terrace sravel '

iot¿ot clay was encountered at' c 1-0m'

ÀRCHI\EOLOGICAL' B¡\CKGROUND

The ancient topography of north southwark. was prirnarily marsh

with large r.-i-s'"-d.' .i"á= of ãiV ground' This landscape has been

occupied. =ir,"ã-trr" prehistorió feríod.. The area around Redcross

way is or arcria;;i"õi;¡l impãrtänce.not only because of its lons
occupation, but atio from it= -pi""imity to two Roman roads and

the first. Roman bridge acpobs tñe Thames, near the modern London

Bridge

There has been no previous archae,ologi-cal excavation of the site'
but the Museum of London ftas conauctêd several investigations in
rhe surro,rnai"g";r;;-;;;üii"g á"id.encg of Neolithic, Bronze and

Iron Àge activity. From u[á*á.*tatíon 7Om sout'h-east of L7 - L9

RedcrosswaytheMuseum'sDepartmentofGreaterLondon
Archaeology iecorded four pnã="= òf noto^tt buildings, ranging in
date between the t-st to ¿tñ centuries AD (London-Archaeologist
iäi"ul-ñ;-;; l_ege, pÞ l_26-13l-). A furrher four phases of Roman

buildings and;;"'bJdq"ent Late Roman cemetery were excavated 6om

to the nortn-eást (Loñd.on Archaeology VoI 5, No 1-4, l-988, pp 375-

3Br-).
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recent excavation on the site inmediately to the east of the
Redcross Way/Union Street invest,igation st,ates that 'the island
of sand on which the site is locat,ed extended further west than
$/as previously supposedt (K Heard L984 rExcavatíons at, L0 LB
Union Street, Southwarkt London Archaeologist, VoI. 6, No. 5,
L3'L. The bore hole data indicated that, the edge of the channel
crossed. the southern part, of the site, running north-east
south-west, with higher ground on the north-west side.

During the medieval period and later, the area represented by
L7 L9 Redcross Way seems to have been. open land. An L8th
century rnap by Roque describes the area as ''St Saviourts burying
groundr, later changed to rThe Cross Bones Burying Groundr. By
the LB00s a school had been built which v/as subsequently
demolished and the buildings which now occupy the site were
erected in its p1ace.

ASSESSMENT STRATEGY

The ain of the assessment was to identify the nature and survival
of the archaeological deposits under the present basement and to
investigate the density of buríals within the known graveyard and
the presence/absence of archaeology underneath. This r¡¡as
achieved by the excavation of two 5 x 5m trenches (Fig z).
Trench L

Modern mat.erial r¡/as removed by a 360'*u"hine to a depth of l-.3m.
A further 2.8m was excavated by hand.

Trench 2

Trench 2 was excavated by hand to a depth of L.3m (0.98m OD).

SUMMÀRY OF THE ¡\RCHAEOLOGY

The archaeology varied greatly between the two trenches. The
construction of a modern basement had destroyed all post-Roman
leve1s in Trench 2 and had disturbed the surviving Roman
occupation levels. In Trench I, grave-digging in the rCross
Bones Buria1 Groundt destroyed much of the upper Roman
stratification.

The part of the post-medieval burial ground sampled in the
investigation proved to have been ext,ensively re-used and 28
skelet,ons v\¡ere carefully excavated frorn Trench L. All \^/ere
within cof f ins, whose degraded remains \^/ere represented by brown
stains within the soil. Four female and six male adults, two
adolescents, two infants, four babies and ten miscellaneous
adults whose identif icatj-on r{ras irnpossible due to damage or
partial loss were individually recorded,and list"d.

Levels below the graveyard in Trench L revealed a sequence of
silty loams, each layer containing Roman material of mixed date
ranging from the first to third centuries AD (Fig 3, 35 and 36).
These completely sealed a thick layer of silt containing Lhe same
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þroad range of datable pott,ery and a mixture of building material
in the form of stone and well hrorn tesseràe. The nixed natureof the artefacts suggests that these rayers r¡/ere dumps. rt
appeared that the silt layer had been eroded away leaving a bankin the south-western corner of the trench (Fig 3, 4o)-. Thisindicated the presence of a shallow channel orientated north-south. Beneath this were thin J.ayers of powdery sand, containingfragments of Roman materiar (rig 3, 44 and +z) . cut througñthese layers was either a man-made gully or smail water channõI
some 1.50 n in width running east,-west.

The formation of sand and silts within this area indicate that
Trench L was located across a channel which was silting up duringthe early Roman period. The presence of the gutry- and smaLi
channer suggest an attempt t,o drain or control the water. The
durnping of mat,erial above rnay ind.icate an attempt to retain an¿stabilise a marshy area.

Th". presence of the channer in the southern part of the siteindicates that the northern part, is locatèd. on the eyotassociated with the Roman road. tnat ran approximately arong Lhepresent line of Southwark Street. No evidence of any structuresassociated with the buildings found at L5 - 23 Soutñwark Street
was discovered in Trench 2. Hor,,rever, meagrre occupational levelsassocíated with some Roman activity were represeñtea by a layerof loam cont,aining animal bone and þott,ery lnig a, 10) . - rhis iuascut by a small pit ({ig 4, L2) and a gurry o.¿m deep, runningwest to east across the excavated area, with a 0.L2m drop aowñto the east. The gully was firted with a dark roam (Fig a, 6)and may have been dug to combat seasonal frooding, ot, þerrrapsa -crude property. boundary to an enclosure surroundiirg oðcüpatiänof late Roman date. The explanat,ion of these and otñer feãturescan only remain inconclusive given the area of the assessmenttrench. For a fuller understandíng a much larger area woul¿ haveto be excavated.

t
i

r
ri

r
i

l

L."

Beneath lay three pits and four Roman burials, cutting a surfaceof cray-ey loam containing general buirding rubbre (r'ig 4, t-1) .The.skeretar remains were badry disturbed, presumabiy Éy'änimåraction, but had been within coifins. Two hrere adult males, oneadolescent and the remaining one survived. only below the iowerspine. While lhe graves all contained large arilounts of buildintmaterial within the fills, g,rave L4 (rig s) proved to be anexception, with large fragments of intacC tessellated flooring
used as packing. Grave 22 (Fig s) provided, the only object tounáa simple penannular brooch in á form which ra-nges from thesecond to fourth centuries AD.

lhes-e graves, and the nature of the contemporary surface,indicate that, there are no major Roman buitdings in thä imnediatåvicinity. At the tirne of burial the nearest structures r^rereprobably in a ruinous state with buildÍng debris scattered andavairable for re-use, confirmi.g . late, p-ossibly fourth centurydate for this level, - following the decline of Roman occupatioiin Brit,ain as a who1e.
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A sinilar sequence of events was evident below this, with layer
L6 containing two further badly dÍsturbed burials (Fig 4, LB and
24) and a shallow pit (F'ig a, 20) .

A thick deposit of striated sand, containing a scatter of pottery
and bone along the surface $¡as compretely seared. by these
occupatíon layers (Fig 4, 25). Together with 26 (rig af layers
26 and 25 are probably evidence of earlier Rornan activity. Thepresence of charcoal, burnt tile and fragments of iron slagwithin 26 possibly indicates small scale industrial act,ivity]
perhaps. associated with the building comprex suggested. by tñe
excavations at 15 - 23 southwark street. Natural -sand lay belowat 0.98 m OD.

TMPIJTCATTONS

Substant,ial archaeological material extends across the whole area
under consideration for redeveloprnent,. The southern 30m of theproposed redevelopment site is occupÍed by the post,-medieval
burial ground called Cross Bones whÍch wenÈ out óf use in theearly L9th cenÈury (Fig 6). rf the density of buriars is
consistent across the whole ground (different párt,s of the ground
may have been used during different periods and numbers of
burials may have differed), then an estimate of c 2500 completeburials from the entire area can be made from the sãmpleinvestigation in Trench r-. Many burial.s had been neavity
disturbed by later burials and, ikeletal remains were founã
throughout, the graveyard fill.
The burials had been placed in wooden coffinsi the later ones
survived. in poor condit,ion., and the earlier ones, onry as d.ust orstains. Three coffin plates and several handles werã found witnthe buriars. one skeleton had fragments of hair surviving. one
inhumat,ion v/as accompanied. by a copper arloy frame for a
headdress and the remains of a leather ?pouch (stilt to be x-rayed). Shoe leather (poorly preserved) !{as found with anotherburial. Remains of fabric with a fastener covered the sternumof one skeleton, while the presence of pins with others indicatedthat many had been buried in shrouds.

underlying the southern two-thirds of the burial ground. is awater channel- (rig 6) that started to silt up during the early
Roman period.and was used as a dump during the late Rolnan periodl
The Roman buildings found further east along Union Street do not
appear t,o ext,end int,o the sit,e. This confirms the interpretation
of the western part of L0 i-B Union Street.
under the modern basement, virtuarly the furr depth of Romanstratigraphy survives. The upper leve1s contain the lat,e Roman
cemet,ery found at l-5 - 23 southwark st,reet.. rt wourd appear thatthis cemetery must ext,end across the northern part of-tne site,probabry to the edge of the silted up channel. rrre density isdiffícurt to assess as in Area L of l-s 23 southwark strãet,
one burial per l-00 sq m hras found, while in Area 2 of the same
sit.e (irnrnediately adjacent to the Redcross l.Iay/Union Street site)
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one burial per 24 sq m was found.i in Trench 2 of thisinvestigation the density was one burial per 4 sq m.

No buildings associated with the later Roman occupation werelocated in Trench 2 but, the evidence of L5 - 23 southwark Streetindicates that they must be present in the north-east, area of thesite. .Further to the westo and south the lirnited evidence in
Trench 2 suggests that the area was used for dumping and dísposalof rubbish in pits.
For t'he earlier Roman period the stone building and the laterconstruct,ion o{ a c}ay and t,imber buirding on tne same praninnedíat,ely adjacent, to the north-east cõrner of the siteindicat,e that buildings may extend well int,o the north-east andnorthern part, of the proposed redeveropment area. The unusualconstruction .features suggest that, the buildings may form partof an irnportant cornprex. The indication -or jmalr sèaleindustrial activity.suggest,s that the area under the basenrent layoutside the main buildings but the industrial activity may wellbe assocíated

rrlhile no evÍdence for prehÍst,oric occupation was, found in .Trench
2 the presence of Neolithic and Early Bronze Age flint tools andpottery and features such as stakeholes and. smal1 linear and.semi-circular gullies, some cont,aining rron Age pottery,indÍcates that the survival of prehisto-ric o""ufãtion 1evelssealed by the Roman deposits ís likely.'
The absence of cellars in the extreme northern part of the sitesuggests that medi.eval and post-medieval deposits may survive,but' the evidence recovered from 1"5 23 Sõuthwark street waslimited due to the dist,ance from the medieval road, noq/ BoroughHigh st,reet. some pits and. werrs at the back endé of tenemeñtplots fronting onto the medieval hÍgh street rnight, be expectecl.

T.rly. maps show that during the LTth i-Bth centuries smalldwellings fronted onto Red. Cioss Street with plots feninA in tnãarea to the north of the burial ground.

lt
I

['
I

I
i

l'"
;

t.
i

L--.

l.ù

-'l

lu

Martin Hicks
Oxford Àrchaeological Unit
February L99O

5



J

)

100

Southwark

\\

Street

e¡

a..l.¡¡

s ø

o

o)

ol øthe

q

s

ion

o

C)

Þ
q) q)

q)

t
o)

un çq
s l¡e

0

ç
Þ

ù
oN

o
a

100 m

Area

DeveloPment

Fig. 1

t_
ì

lI
I
lt-



Trench 1

I

I

L

Trench 2r

Il

J

I
-l

I
l
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I.t
-l
.I

-l
J

!

I

.-¡

:

._-t

.

::i

'l-l

\\

J \--- _-_:

Union Street

(
I

t
I

I
Jr
ll
ll
lt
lt
I >\lt (Úl
i3r
| øl
l3llbl
'ÞlI c)t
IE;lr
I

rl
tl
tl
rl
ll
tl

ir
tl
tl

I

I

\

I1
0

Fig. 2
50m

Trench location plan


